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REMARKS 

Status of the Claims 

i It is 5, 6, 9, 10, and 14 are now present in this application. Claims 5 and 14 are 
independent. 

e been amended. Reconsideration of this application, as amended, is 

respectful 

Rejections under 35 U.S.C. §103 

Claim 1.4 stands rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 103 as being unpatentable over U.S. Patent 
6,554,275 (Tranquilla) in view of U.S. Patent 6,731,393 (Cumins). Further, claims 5 and 6 stand 
rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 103 as being unpatentable over Tranquilla taken together with Currans 
and further in view of U.S. Application Publication 2003/0090050 (Sueoka). These rejections are 
respectfully t -a-- erse< 

Complex di • z\ ss ions of the Examiner's rejections are set forth in the Office Action, and 
are not here 

The Examiner indicates that claims 5 and 1.4 can be rejected because the claimed "if the 
o „ o ied between. . ,\ ^ at that need not ever occur. (Office 

Action at page 3, paragraph beginning "Regarding the recitation "stopping the reading 
operation. . and Office Action at paragraph bridging pages 5-6). 

In the section "Response to Arguments," the Examiner recommends changing "if 5 to "based 
on,"' such that the phrase would instead recite: "based on the other original document being 
positioned ; n*\,ou 

Applicants have amended claims 5 and 1 4 as recommended by the Examiner. As claims 5 
and 14 had been amended to incorporate subject matter from allowable claim 8, and have made the 
ov;..:, , tded b> *he Examines sn me OfJfov. Ac' . ,Vt'u, ems are 

nov* in condition foi allowance 



BfRCH, STB WART, KOLASCH & BIRCH, LLP 



MRORWDolb 



Reply dated iisr'uary 26. 201 i 



Docket No.:095!-0n?PuSi 



Reply -o OBlke Actio:! of October 27. 201.0 

Allowable Subject Matter 

The Examiner states thai claims 9 and 10 would be allowable if rewritten in independent 

form. 

Applicant thanks the Examiner for the early indication of allowable subject matter in this 
application. 



Ail of the stated grounds of rejection have been p W accommod it c > 

rendered moot. Applicants therefore respectfully request that the Examiner reconsider all 
present!) on? and thai they be withdr-^ 1 chewed dun a full and 

complete response has been made to the outstanding Office Action, and as such, the present 
application is In condition for allowance. 

In view of the above amendment, Applicant believes the pending application is in 

! there be any outstanding matters that need to be resolved in the present 
application, the Examiner is respectfully requested to contact Robert W. Downs, Registration 
No. 48222 at the telephone number of the undersigned below to conduct an interview in an effort 
to expedite prosecution in connection with the present application. 

If necessary, the Director is hereby authorized in this, concurrent, and future replies io 
charge any fees required during the pendency of the above-identified application or credit any 
overpayment to Deposit Account No. 02-2448. 

Dated: January 26, 201 1 Respectfully submitted. 
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